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Mr. Sinclair speaks of misstatements. I challenge him to take my 
" Letter to the Bishop of Chester," and produce one misstatement. 
He may differ from me in the inferences I draw from the statements. 
But I have quoted my authorities fairly and honestly, without garb- 
ling the words of the Pastoral-Aid Society, and its agents. I wish I 
could say as much of its defenders (especially one whom Mr. S. thinks 
worthy of especial admiration). 

In their eagerness to distort my motives (which are distinctly 
avowed), and by personal attacks and sneers to divert attention from my 
charges, which are specific and plain, they have quoted most dishonestly 
parts of passages and garbled others with words of their own, to give 
them a meaning different from, that, which they convey when quoted 
entire. ^ Whether I shall consider them worth an exposure will depend 
upon the necessity, I may be under, of shewing the danger of the veto 
increased by the prejudiced, blind, and tricky directors, by whom it 
may chance to be wielded. — Reply to Rev, Mr, Sinclair's Remarks 
in the Leeds Intelligencer.* 

Rev. Sir, 

You are the person alluded to in the above 
passage. The necessity spoken of has unfortunately 
arisen, and I have only waited the publication of the 
second edition of my letter to the Bishop of Chester 
(of which the preface relieves me from the task of 
replying here at length to your fallacies) to act accord- 
ing to that necessity, and to shew you to the world 

* I shall occaiionally introduce extracts from' this Reply, as they 
may save me the trouble of writing again the same arguments. 
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and to yourself. It is a painful exhibition, but the 
interests of truth demand it. The Society refuses to 
grapple with the question, and disdainfully points to 
the two millions of people over whom the formidable 
party influence is in operation, with a machinery cal- 
culated for increasing to any extent the sphere of so 
dangerous a power. They cannot deny the testimony, 
for it is their own; they will not enter upon the 
reasoning by which the inferences from that testimony 
are sustained. They think it essential to their dignity 
to be silent, and refuse all explanation, under the 
specific and public accusation of a Presbyter, (neither 
unknown, nor young,) in a matter affecting both their 
own honour and the peace and unity of the Church. 
In the meantime individuals, professing great zeal for 
the Society, and full acquaintance with its operations, 
endeavour to stifle my charge, and perhaps intimidate 
me, by personal calumnies ; and, by raising the vindic- 
tive and bigoted passions of blind partisans against me 
as a malicious aggressor, to divert their attention from 
the real question^ and from the testimony and argu- 
ments on which it turns. Your attempt has been 
admired, and many of the blind followers of a blind 
leader have quoted your pamphlet with applause ; and 
thus adopted as their own the bigotry, the personali- 
ties, and the unworthy arts in which it deals. You 
will find, however, that you have mistaken both your 
man, and your cause. You will not intimidate me, nor 
arrest the progress of truth. Your arts will recoil 
upon the cause you meant them to serve. You will 
afford me practical illustration of the increased danger, 
and insidiousness of the veto, by affording me a pal- 
pable proof of the blind, bigoted, unscrupulous agents, 
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by whom it may be worked. I thank you for your 
pamphlet; out of it I undertake to convict you of 
general slander on your clerical brethren — and with 
deliberately garbling my language^ to sustain false 
accusations against me; which accusations, if true, 
could not in the least degree affect the questions at 
issue. I may indulge the charitable hope that this 
does not arise from your general disposition, but from 
prejudice, and the blind rage of party feeling. But it is 
a duty to the Church to expose the effects of this blind 
rage, and to shew the mischiefs, which may arise from 
boundless power of proselytizing and exclusion, vested 
in such agents. You "know not what manner of 
spirit ye are of.*' The same bigotry and rancour^ 
which would lead you to slander and garble, is only a 
different degree and phase of that spirit which has 
made men persecutors, under the delusion that they do 
"God service;" and which, if armed with power, 
would revive the inquisition and rekindle the fires of 
Smithfield. From your pamphlet and from letters I 
have received,* I have good reason to congratulate 

* I have raised a question on the machinery and acts of a public socie- 
ty, and have made out a case of at least suspicious appearances. Instead 
of discussing the question simply, you attempt to run down and perse- 
cute those who take one side of it. It is human infirmity, and that 
infirmity is not to be unnecessarily entrusted, still less to invest itself, 
with undefined power. It is possible I may be actuated by that spirit, 
more or less. But I feel confident I have not been led by it to mt's- 
tate tiny fact. I may reason wrong, but my fiicts and reasonings are 
submitted fairly to public discussion. But have my opponents done 
this? Have they left the question to its own merits? Witness 
those, who, as &r as in them lay, visited with their vengeance those 
newspapers, which had' long supported them, merely because the 
editors dared to express an opinion upon the tendency of this veto, 
and on the impression which the published correspondence produced 



6 A LETTER. 

myself and those who thmk with me, that we are not 
consigned over to the tender mercies of those, who 
complacently appropriate to themselves the grace 
of spiritiiaUmindedness^ and deny it to those who 
venture to differ from them, or to question their 
proceedings. 

But to proceed to my charges against you, which I 
make with sorrow, and of which, I hope, when you 
coolly reflect, you will be sorry for having furnished 
such ground, in the prejudice of party bitterness. I 
take them in the following order. 

I. Your uncharitable and pharisaical slander of the 
(so called) Orthodox Clergy generally, and the Can- 
terbury Clergy especially — 

II. Your misrepresentation^ and garbling of my 
language, to sustain fsdse accusations against me 
personally — 

on their minds. Witness also the following meek and liberal efFusion 
irom a person at South Molton, who rejoices in the name of Auodstdb 
Brine, and seems as sore and as savage as though he had been recently 
flogged and pickled with his own simame. 

"Your own letter pronoimces you to be an unconverted man. / 
do not judge you, but your own intemperate work passes judgment on 
you* How is it possible after this (?) that your * Penny Reader' 
and 'Family Sermons* can be read with any feeling of pleasure, 
after the wanton tirade you have fulminated against the Society your 
heart abhors? il would not suffer them to be brought into my house, 
for they cannot have been voritten by one who sincerely desires to pro- 
mote the glory of God.** Mr. (I know not whether he be Reverend) 
** Augustus Brine** seems to be ** spiritually-minded," "converted,*' 
&c., quite to his own satisfaction; but, I am afraid, he is not blessed 
with a very comfortable temper. From the tiempest above exhibited, 
I suspect that the August Pickle Tub is frequently disturbed with 
storms. 
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III. I shall conclude with a brief notice of the fal- 
lacies you have put forth, under the mistaken idea 
of their being arguments triumphantly settling the 
question — 

I. I will not imitate you in garbling. Your own 
statement shall appear full and fair. Were it not 
from fear of seeming to suppress, I would, for your 
sake, have omitted its pharisaical self-complacency, 
and its flippant rechauffe of the silly and stale pvin 
about the ^^ grand standi* hashed up, I believe, out 
of the " daily print" so respectable in your estimation, 
but elsewhere distinguished for raking up, and distort- 
ing, anecdotes against the Clergy of the (so called) 
" High Church" party, and aiding the bitterest dis- 
senting organs, in ignorant abuse of the Church. 

'* While men in holy orders are to be found devotees of the ball 
room, the card table, and the race course, in spite of the remon- 
strances of the refined Bishop Jebb, — whilst men are to be found as 
ministers of Christ, throwing the peculiar doctrines of the Gospel 
into the shade, in spite of the indignation of Bishop Horsley against 
the ' apes of Epictetus,' — ^it is no time for those who are attached to 
the Church to lay aside precaution against the mal*appropriation of 
consecrated fonds. At the (last ?) Races in Canterbury, which the 
magistrates tried to put down, on acccount of the immorality and 
disorder attending them, a distinguished list of Clergy was announced 
as having been present on the ' grand stand ;* — ^a grand stand indeed 
for the Clergy ! — I wish the statement were too improbable to need 
contradiction. It is found in a work written by a Clergyman of the 
Church of England, reviewed in a daily print of considerable circu- 
lation. Provided it be true, are these the men whom Dr. Molesworth 
would have us receive 'as faithful and devoted' without question, of 
whose habits this appearance on the 'grand stand' at Canterbury is a 
specimen? The Committee of the Church Pastoral- Aid Society 
consider, with Bishop Jebb, that they are so far the reverse. Our 
idea of faithfulness would comprise the not being present, as pleased 
spectators, in the resorts of immorality; and of devotedness, the 
being far better employed." 
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In commenting on this charitable passage it will be 
convenient to discuss first the general principle on 
which it professes to justify the Society's veto, sup- 
posing the whole accusations implied, to be true. 
Secondly to examine into the nature and foundations of 
the accusations themselves. 

1. With regard to the- former, I shall save myself 
some trouble by transcribing a portion of my reply to 
your admirer's (Rev. Mr. Sinclair) Letter in the Leeds 
Intelligencer. 



'* I shall not enter into the question, whether judges, appointed by 
competent authority of the Church, would be justified in prohibiting 
from the ministry all, who might possibly or probably be occasionally 
present at a race or a dance, or might discuss or hold the opinion 
respecting * reserve* in preaching certain doctrines. Enough for our 
present purpose it is to maintain that neither self-constituted societies, 
nor individuals, may, according to the order of the Church, set up 
themselves to rule in such cases. It is not for individuals, whether 
composing Committees of the Pastoral-Aid Society or not, to say 
' Stand off from the Ministry 1 I am holier than yon ; I may go, as 
often as invited, to dinner, but you may never be present at a dance ; 
I may preach Calvinism, but you may not preach obedience to the 
Rubric ; I may arrogate to myself and party the exclusive titles of 
'pious,* ' evangelical,' &c &c, but you may not be nicknamed, by igno- 
rance or bigotry, Puseyites or Tractarians. I may deny baptismal rege- 
neration (though asserted by the Church) ; but you may not discuss 
questions on which the Church is silent ; a veto should be reserved to 
admit me and my clique^ but to exclude you, and all who think wholly 
or partly with you.' I say nothing as to the soundness or unsoundness 
of the opinions of these respective parties ; all I care to assert here is, 
that Mr. S. declares the Pastoral- Aid Society justified in taking one 
side in these controverted matters, and in retaining and using a veto 
for the avowed purpose of excluding Curates on the other side, even 
where the Incumbent (differing from the Society's Managers) chooses 
these Curates, and their life and doctrines are testified by Presbyters 
of the Church, and ' according to the order of the Church.' I con-^ 
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tend that, mih such a veto, and so exercised, the Society becomes a 
party Society, raising money for party purposes ; and that when it 
claims support as a Church Society, as respecting the order of the 
Church, and professing to do nothing more tha.n Jwrnishfimds, leaving 
the Incumbent * the responsible employer,' it * raises money on false 
pretences.* " 

Mr. S. quotes, as the Society's rule, the followiug : — 
*' * Whether Curate or Lay Assistant, the Incumbent is the 
responsible employer — the Society furnishes but the salary/ If this 
were the whole truth, and the Society neither exercised nor retained 
any rule inconsistent with the honest carrying out of this principle, 
they would hear of no opposition from me, but be welcomed with a 
hearty * God speed you.' But do they treat the Incumbent as the 
' responsible' employer ? If he be the responsible employer, he is 
responsible also for the choice of those whom he employs. It is his 
province, not that of the Pastoral-Aid Society, to choose a suitable 
person — suitable, both in harmony of sentiment and action with 
himself, and in fitness for the flock of which the Church has consti- 
tuted him the ' re^onsible' pastor. The Society should do nothing 
more than * furnish the salary.' jsut is it so ? No 1 they say— is it 
not enough that the Curate satisfies the Incumbent, whose province 
it is to make special inquiries, beside the testimonials required by the 
Bishop ; but the Pastoral- Aid Society must have him pious, spiritually- 
minded, &c., not to the satisfaction of the 'responsible employer,' 
but to their salis^tlon-" 

The question here is — ^not whether certain opinions, 
and practices, shall incapacitate persons from entering 
the ministry — no, not even whether the Church shall 
frame rules to exclude such* If it were, your argu- 
ments, whether sound, or unsound, might be relevanf 
to the point. But the real question is — whether a 
self-constituted Society is to set up in the Church a 
rule, which the Church has not ^et up ; and whether 
such Society (setting up this rule, calculated to pro- 
mote party purposes, and to interfere between the 
responsible employer and the person to be employed 

a2 
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by him) is acting consistently with its professions of 
respecting the order of the Churchy and of promoting 
the interests of the Church generally, and not of a 
party in the Church, 

2. Examine the nature and foundation of your 
accusations. 

Your accusations (insinuated^ rather than manfully 
declared) are, that the (so called) Orthodox Clergy 
generally, and the Canterbury Clergy in particular, 
are, or are likely to be, ^^ devotees of the ball room, 
the card table, and the race course,'* and to "throw 
into the shade the peculiar doctrines of the Gospel^ 
And, on this ground^ you infer, that the P. A. S. 
must meddle in the Incumbents choice of his Curate, 
and retain a veto, which may enable them generally to 
keep the appointment in their own impartial and infal- 
lible direction. The assumption of this, as a ground 
of justifying the veto of the P. A. S. and of investing 
it with such a power, so contrary to the ^^ order of the 
Church'' which it professes to respect, obviously im- 
plies, that the guilt and evil, which need such a stretch 
and such assumption, are pretty general. Now, Sir, 
first, with respect to those candidates whose cases I 
have adduced in evidence against the Society, I take 
upon myself positively to deny that they are ^^devotees" 
such as you describe, or that they hold back any por- 
tion of Gospel doctrine. The insinuation which this 
justification throws upon their character is most un- 
warrantable; and the more disgraceful, as it rests upon 
the rejection of open and authorized witnesses, and 
either on the arbitrary decisions of the Committee, or 
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on the preference of reports made by secret accusers, 
who are screened from personal responsibility, and with 
whom the injured parties are not confronted. 

2. With respect to the (so called) Orthodox Clergy 
generally, you will, I trust, on consideration be con- 
vinced how much you must have been blinded and led 
away by party feeling, to insinuate such a charge on 
such ground. If these Canterbury Clergy had actu- 
ally committed a crime in being present at the race 
course, would you be justified in insinuating that even 
thiy^^ much more the (so called) Orthodox Clergy 
generally^ are "devotees" of the race course? I 
could produce you a list of (so called) " Evangelical 
Clergy" guilty of the grossest immorality, and hypo- 
critical profligacy. I will refer to one glaring case, 
which was, not long since, the subject of judicial pro- 
ceedings, and is^ remembered by many, perhaps by you. 
There the sanctimonious seducer, the betrayer of his 
hospitable friend and Rector, had the audacity, when 
threatened with legal consequences for his complicated 
wickedness, to ask his outraged Incumbent whether he 
could reconcile it to his conscience to deprive his con- 
gregation of ft preacher so accepted! Yet this was 
one who would probably have passed muster, without 
question, had he been a candidate, as specially " spi- 
ritually minded^** " devoted^*' &c., to the satisfaction 
of the Committee. They could not, till his guilt was 
flagrant, have distinguished between his pretence of 
being spiritually minded, and his being really so. 
But, Sir, what would you think of me, if, from such 
instances, I were to affirm, or even insinuate, that the 
(so called) " Evangelical Clergy," or those passed by 
your Committee as spiritually minded, were generally 
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<^ devotees" of such infamous practices; and if, upon 
such a plea^ I justified a Society (projissing to aid 
Incumbents and to support the Church generally) io 
adopting a veto, by which, as often as they pleased, 
they might exclude (so called) Evangelical Clergymen 
from all Curacies wherein they made grants ? I know 
not what you would think; but I do know, that I 
should feel that I had indeed forgotten the fruits of the 
Spirit, and the tokens of Charity, if I could be con- 
victed of such reasoning. 

3# Now for the case of the Canterbury Clergy 
themselves, at whom you have so rashly sneered as 
^^ devotees*' of the race course, and at whose expense 
you furbish up with such delight your second-hand 
jest. I know not who the " Clergyman of the Church 
of England," so pompously introduced to our notice, 
may be; but I can tell both him and you, that it would 
have been prudent, asi well as charitable, to have made 
some enquiry into your facts, before you turned them 
to such a purpose. 

You have not named the parties; therefore I can 
only conjecture who they were likely to be. But, as 
I know Canterbury and its neighbouring Clergy pretty 
well, (though I never attended its races) I think I can 
probably point out what Clergy were present, to make 
a plausible foundation for the story, of which you have 
made such an unwarrantable use. It is likely that 
some of the Cathedral Clergy were there. But this 
I will venture to assert positively, (for I know them 
all) that not one of them was there as a " devotee" of 
racing, but as performing what they (whether rightly 
or not) considered to be a duty, and went through 
rather as a burthen than a pleasure. The Canterbury 
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Races are looked upon much more as meetings of the 
Landed Gentry and Yeomanry of the County, and as 
causing some money to be circulated in the city, than 
as celebrated for racing. The Clergy of the Cathedral 
are very large (I believe the largest) landed proprietors 
in Kent. Their attendance used to be expected as a 
mark of courtesy to the stewards^ to the other land' 
owners, and to the tenantry and citizens. Formerly 
nearly all of them went in great state — latterly but few 
have kept up the custom. Whether they are right or 
wrong in so doing, is not for me, but for them, to 
judge. But of this I am sure, that neither I, nor 
YOU, have any right, from this, to brand them as 
'^ DEVOTEES " of the racc course; and still less, from 
their case, to justify (upon pretence of the (so called) 
"Orthodox Clei^," or any other body of Clergy, 
being such ^^ devotees") a veto, which may be, and I 
contend has been, worked to the exclusion of those 
who will not adopt the Shibboleth of your party. 

While on this subject, I will say a few words upon 
dancing. Not that it has any necessary connexion 
with the real questions at issue ; but, as the occasion 
presents itself, I will not shrink from assailing what I 
regard as a spiritual tyranny and assumption of the 
'^ touch not, taste not, handle not" species. People 
crouch before it without enquiry, and from an unrear 
soning fear of the arrogance and assumed infallibility, 
with which condemnation is pronounced. I will assert 
what I believe to be truth, not caring whom I please 
or displease. 

The Clergy I would not recommend to dance; not 
because it is not lawful, but because it is not expedient. 
If they, however, diflfer from me, I judge them not. 
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Each man may lay down a rule aocoirding to his own 
conscience. *^ To his own Master he standeth or fall- 
eth." I may judge therein for myself, but have no 
right to condemn another ; nor to assert that, because 
he differs from me in a thing innocent in itself, he may 
not be 2i faithful and devoted Minister. But with re^ 
spect to being present at a dance, I have not only no 
scruple, but rather feel it a duty, if it were only to set 
my face against the self-righteous arrogance, and bit- 
terness, with which your party (wholly unauthorized 
by Scripture or reason) take upon yourselves to de^ 
nounce dancing as a sin, and those practising it, as 
unconverted^ carnal, and reprobate. Dancing (though 
like any other amusement liable to abuse) is both a 
harmless and proper recreation for young persons. It 
has been said ^' a nice man, is a man of nasty ideas." 
And in every case, I have witnessed, it seems to me, 
that he must be himself of impure ideas, who can find 
sin in a dance of young persons of any respectability. 
It may b& used, without being abused; and I think 
the amusement much more innocent, than that of those, 
who set apart, and condemn, and pronounce a curse 
upon, the pastime. As far as reason can authorise it, 
we find dancing to have a seemingly intended connect 
tion with the £su;ulties, which God has given us. 
Every one must have been struck with the prevalence 
of a taste for it, in almost all times and countries; and 
among the most barbarous, as well as the most civi- 
lized. Lawgivers have deemed it worthy of special 
encouragement and regulation, as contributing to the 
grace, and health of the people. Various nations have 
made it part of their religious observances. In Scrip- 
ture it is never mentioned with disapprobation, but 



A LETTER. 15 

oiten \7ith0ut; and even with indirect honour and 
commendation — David danced b^fitre the ark — he ex- 
horts his people to ^' praise God in the dance!' The 
returned prodigal coming to the house of his merciful 
Father is represented as hearing *^ music and dancing^' 
as the indications of innocent enjoyment in the house 
of a faithful family — that representation figuring the 
joy, and holiness of God^s church. Would wicked 
amusements have been chosen for such a representa*- 
tion ? And there is good reason to believe, that at 
the marriage festivities at Cana, which Jesus sane- 
tioned both by his presence and by miracle, dancing 
was a part of the festive ceremonial. With such au- 
thorities as these, I may assume (and I would rather 
assume too little, than too much), that the lawfulness 
of dancing is, at lea^t^ an open question. I set my 
face against the spiritual tyranny and arrogance, which 
condemns as unconverted and carnal, those, who use 
their Christian liberty in treating it as such, liyou 
really believe' it sinful, abstain from it yourself— hxit 
do not condemn those, who think otherwise^ and act 
accordingly. 

II. We come now to your personalities against me, 
and to the garbling by which, I am sorry to prove, 
that you have endeavoured to colour them. If you 
could have established them, they could have proved 
nothing as to the question at issue. I am neither 
judge nor witness. The judge is the public; the wit- 
nesses the Society and its own advocates. I am only 
the accuser. The " animus" in which I bring forward 
the evidence, or reason upon it, is nothing to the pur- 
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pose.* The only question is — can the testimony be 
denied, or the reasoning shewn to be false? Such 
silly attempts to excite prejudice only prove bliii<l, 
intolerant rage, and consciousness of the force of the 
charge and of lack of arguments to refute it. To 
me they give additional arguments and show greater 
reasons for the course I have takep, as they enable me 
to demonstrate to what principles^ and agents^ the 
veto I protest against may be made subservient. This 
alone renders them worthy of notice. 

I pass over with pity your attempted sneer at the 
announcement of my promotion (by which I suppose 
you allude to the calumnies with which I was 
honoured) ; and the absurd inconsistency with which 
you first denominate me the ^^ public prosecutor" of 
the Society, and then represent me as the judge at 
whose ^^ bar'^ it is to be tried^ and who has made up 
his mind before the trial. I am, as I have said, the 
accuser ! I bring a serious charge against the rules 
and management of the Society, to which (however 
they may choose to blind themselves to the fact) public 
attention has been roused by their own correspondence, 

* I may obserre by the way that I had distindly disclaimed all hos- 
tility to the Society with respect to its professed purpose of aiding 
Incumbents and promoting the employment of Curates^ I assail not 
it, but its veto, and the use made of that veto. This you kr.e;v. 
What spirit, my sadly blinded and erring brother, could incite you to 
labour (even by the foulest means) to represent me as a malicious 
prosecutor of the Society generally f Let me pray you to consider 
these evidences of human infirmity, and to render this fall an occasion 
of looking well to your goings, and to the danger of tempting your 
own or other peoples' party prejudices by undefined and dangerous 
powers. 
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and which involves their own honour as well as the 
peace of the Church. I put forth the appearances 
against them, and call on them to investigate them ; 
to explain them if they can ; and if not, to remove 
them. My mind is impressed, and must of course be 
impressed, that, as far as the case is yet known^ it is 
against the Sodety. Without such a persuasion, I 
should not have brought forward the accusation. But 
I neither am, nor profess to be, either jW^e or witness, 
I arraign them at the bar of public opinion. And 
among the judges are many of those who have sup- 
ported the Society heretofore, under a belief that no 
party purposes were intended. And I can tell you. 
Sir, that several of those judges (disgusted and 
astonished that the Society should pretend -to despise 
such a charge, and haughtily refuse to meet it) have 
transferred their support to the Additional Curates' 
Society, which has no such equivocal rule. Your 
party may for a while choose to show their rage at 
the exposure, and from a spirit of opposition increase 
their zeal to strengthen the funds of the Society. But 
this sinning '^ with an high hand" will not continue. 
Truth will prevail, and the real usefulness of the 
Society will be sacrificed to pertinacious lust of power, 
and an obstinate determination not to acknowledge 
that it is in a false position. I do not wish^ but I do 
foresee^ this consequence. " Faithful are the wounds 
of a Mend." Let them not shrink from probing this 
festering sore to the very quick. 

Instead, however, of giving me credit for such views, 
though I have uniformly asserted them, your anger 
and party prejudices have goaded you, not only by 
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sophistry, but even by unjair quotation^ to misrepre- 
sent me as expressing a desire, without any qualifi- 
cation or condition^ that the friends of the Society and 
the Church should '^ transfer their subscriptions" from 
the P. A. S. to the Additional Curates* Society. 
You term this a " direct attempt to injure the Society, 
as well in its funds as more vitally in its character." 
Now, Sir, you knew that I had not expressed such a 
desire without a qualification ; you knew that I depre- 
cated such an event, and urged the Society not to 
persist in a course that must lead to it ; and you meanly 
suppressed that part of the sentence which expressed 
the qualification and real sense of the passage. 
This I will prove to demonstration, by first quoting 
the whole sentence from " my Letter to the Bishop of 
Chester," enclosing in ([ ]) the words you suppressed; 
and secondly, by quoting the context and other pas- 
sages of that letter, which will shew, that you must 
have known my sentiments and wilfully misrepre- 
sented them. 

" [If it does not] every Churchman belonging to it 
should withdraw his support, and transfer that support 
to the truly liberal and truly Church Society for 
Promoting the Employment of Additional 
Curates." You add — (' The Italics and Capitals are 
Dr. Molesworth's') evidently intimating that this is an 
unconditional and ^'direct attempt to injure the 
Society," &c. 

Now the words you have suppressed [* If it does not'] 
distinctly express the condition, and refer to the pre- 
ceding passage — " It must be urged to do this (i. e. 
Spurge itself of its party leaven and insidious con- 
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ditions') for the sake of the Churchy and even for the 
sake of its own usefulness and character. If it does 
noty every Churchman," &e. &c. 

Is this an unqualified and unconditional ^^ attempt 
to injure the Society ?" You knew it was not ; and 
therefore dared not give my words entire. Nay, more, 
you had before you, and had read with vindictive scru- 
tiny, my " Letter to the Bishop of Chester," in every 
part of which I point out, only to deprecate^ these 
consequences, of obstinately adhering to the rule. I 
will quote one passage, which alone will be decisive on 
this point. 

" With respect to the Pastoral-Aid Society, I would gladly see its 
career of good unobstructed, and see its workings, as a Sister to the 
Additional Curates' Society, for the Church. 

''But that cannot he, while it retains that fatal rule, and still less 
while it acts upon the tortuous and questionable application of the 
rule, which the correspondence mentioned exhibits. 

<< The great body of its subscribers have, I am confident, no such 
designs as appear in the correspondence to which I have alluded. 
Many contribute to it under the belief that it is a Church Society, 
desiring only to aid, and not to domineer ovir, the Clergy; to extend 
the influence of the Church, and not of a party in the Church. Let 
it become really such a Society. I beseech your Lordship to use that 
influence, which you so justly possess, to make it such. It is a false 
position ; there is but one course to safety and honour, the abandon- 
ment of that position. 

** Both Societies, instead of being bitter rivals, might then have but 
one honest design, and labour of love, one holy emulation, to benefit 
and unite the Church, the body of Christ, with its spiritual Head and 
with all his members. We should not then quarrel about your lay 
assistants; we, who may not approve, should not use them; and, 
though others might, we should not be alarmed. But it is with your 
machinery for proselyting that we wage war. Whether it be used, or 
not, there it is — ready for use, and an object of perpetual jealousy 
and suspicion, I pray you, my Lord, urge them for their own honour, 
for the glory of God, for the peace, union, and strenth, of our dear, 
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i y next page ; by which we may judge at what rate Dr. 

J h travels — Page 20, he feels shy of saying that this rule 

tiument of a '* dangerous and double-faced policy," whilst 

- uofc hesitate to style (p. 23) those who have the working 

•Mle, ''despotic and irresponsible (t) Managers." ' 

, Sir, in this garbling, your object is evidently 
it appear, 

That I apply the charge of " shabby," &c., and 
fc =i^ rooked policy" to the Society generally. 



^ Luy. That I do this by " insinuation,'' and then 



My. That I thus insinuate what I am ^^shy," or 
* (jf openly asserting. 

- V\ ith respect to the 1st. — You must have known, 

•on (lid not actually suppress my words to conceal,) 

this was not my intention. The following pas- 

•> in my Appendix to the Letter to the Bishop of 

cbiur, will shew the honesty and candour with which 

^ make this wretched attempt. 

ty with the holy ohject it professes, and fit only for a Society 

. ' • ^liab'oy," &c. "designs." And you take care to alter my typo- 

\y by putting the words ''Jit for a Society" in italics,, that you 

insinuate, I mean the epithets shabby, &c., to apply to the Pas- 

.»l-AiJ Society. 

.V ;i h regret I was obliged publicly to notice similar attempts on the 

of the Rev. H. StowelL I did not do this in resentment, but 

' as an evidence how bad his case must be, when a man, of his 

■frs, was driven to resort to such irrelevant and unfair modes 

iiHctinnr my charge. It is but just also to Mr. StoweU to observe 

!.i^ remarks were made under the excitement and inadvertency of 

Mic speaking, and not with the deUberation of written arguments. 
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** I do not affirm that those conditions were designed^ 
but that they are adapted, and have been worked, to 
party purposes. I do not charge the whole society 
with working it, or knowing it to be worked, for such 
purposes ; but I do charge the Managers with having 
so worked it."* 

So much for your pretence that I apply the objec- 
tionable to the Society generally. Now let us see 
whether you have any better grounds of objection to 
the mode in which I make my charges. 

2. As to the insinuation, which you say is con- 
veyed in the passage you complain of, I refer the 
reader to the passage itself, unmutilated, and declare 
that I cannot discover language in which I could more 
distinctly affirm the nature of the objections I enter- 
tain against the veto. And I refer him also to my 
declaration, (which you ingeniously suppress,) so in- 
consistent with insinuation, that I should proceed to 
appeal to facts in support of the charge. 

3. With respect to your intimation, that I feel 
^^shy," by which I presume you to mean that I am 
afraid, but secretly wish, to charge the Society with a 
"double-faced policy." I have already proved that 
you had before you my disclaimer of any such wish. 

^ow. Sir, I am never ^^shy'' of affirming plainly 
what my facts and reasonings will prove. But I am 
^^shy" (and it had been well for you if you had been 

* The italics in this passage are printed, precisely as they originally 
appeared, to mark emphatically to what objects my censures were, or 
were not, directed. 
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so) of either asserting or insinuating conclusions which 
my premises will not establish. 

I had two points to prove — one, that the veto ^* may 
be the instrument of a dangerous and double-faced 
policy y^ and that one I did endeavour to prove by evi- 
dence and arguments calculated to prove it. Having 
done this, I summed up that part of the case, by re- 
minding the reader exactly how much that evidence 
and reasoning was intended to prove. I then pro- 
ceeded to the other point, observing that I had 
hitherto proved only so much, and would next proceed 
to prove something more. All this in your blind fiiry 
you entirely suppress, in order to make me appear 
spitefully insinuating, what I was shy of openly as- 
serting. You shall have the passage entire; your 
suppressions being bracketed [ ].. He that runs may 
read your object. • 

['* I have said, it may be the instrument of] this dangerous and 
double-faced policy. [I must go a step further and urge that, accord- 
ing to present appearances, which I hope it" (the Society) **may be 
able to explain away, it actuaUy has been so."] 

In order to help this misrepresentation you further 
couple the fragment — '^ dangerous and double-faced 
policy'' — with my observation that the Managers are 
" despotic and irresponsible" which is not only not in 
juxta^position with it, but has no relation at all to it. I 
speak of their ^^ despotism and irresponsibility'' in rela- 
tion to the injured candidate, to whom no definite test or 
form of testimonial is presented which will be satisfac- 
tory ; who is arbitrarily rejected by them without appeal, 
and on whose professional character a slur is cast, on 
the charge, or the evidence of secret informers, with- 
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out the possibility of vindication, or even of enquiry. 
If this pow^r be not, as respects the candidate, *^ des- 
potic and irresponsible," I know not what is. In proof 
that this was not only my meaning, but was clearly 
expressed, I need only quote the whole passage, again 
inclosing in [ ] the part you have, as usual, sup- 
pressed* Here it is — 

[*' I will cite another, in which the Curate, not the first nominated 
by the Incumbent, is, after a great loss of time and trouble, discarded 
by these] despotic and irresponsible managers." 

To the same purpose, viz., to represent me, in 
spite of the distinct statements already quoted, as actu- 
ated by malice against the Society at large, and not by 
a desire to expose the veto, and the use made of it, 
you thus garble a^d bring together the following 
collection of shreds of sentences. 

** The Society" (he says, p. 36), ** in the plenitude of their super- 
papal authority, have thought fit to declare !!! " — and at the end of 
the next extract — "Is not this monstrous?" **Are these Church 
principles?" **Is such a tribunal of tn<o2erance and sectarianism!! 
to stand forth and collect money, and to be advocated in our pidpits 
as a Church Society ?" 

You would make the world believe, that I use these 
terms as my own description of the Society ; whereas 
they are a paraphrase and comment upon the atrociotis 
ground of defence of the Society by one of its officious 
arid self-righteous defenders^ who, like yourself, has 
done more to make it appear arrogant, intolerant, and 
mischievous, than all my charges. The writer in ques- 
tion attempts to justify the rejection of Mr. Browne's 
respectable and distinct testimonials, by gross calumny 
against him, and the Clergymen who signed his testi- 
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monials. My remarks on this outrageous system of 
defence are as foUow-^I bracket your suppressions 
as usual. 

I** Now the plain English of all this is, that because the Managers 
of] the Pastoral-Aid Society, in the plenitude of their super-papal 
authority, have thought fit to declare, [that they are not satisfied that 
Mr. Browne >is < spiritual-minded,* therefore, that gentleman is an 
impostor, and the four respected Incumbents, in the most solemn and 
responsible act of testifying to the Bishop, are guilty of the meanest 
and grossest equivocation"'] 

Again your sapient and spiritually-minded fellow 
champion represents the persons who came under the 
Managers' judgment as converted^ or unconverted^ 
according to their decision. Taking this defender on 
his own ground, not on mine, that the Society is to be 
Justified in retaining the veto, on such a plea, I thus 
commented upon the defence. (Your suppressions 
are bracketed as before). 

['' Hence we are to understand, that notwithstanding the testi- 
monies of four beneficed Clergymen, declared by the Bishop ' worthy 
of credit,' to the fact of Mr. Browne's haying lived as becomes a 
Christian minister,* that his * creed and doctrines were in accordance 
with the articles and homilies of the Church,* a * conscientious man,* 
* qualified for the holy office,* has studied the ' doctrine and discipline 
of the Church,' and is * imbued with its spirit,' yet the Society is to 
doubt whether he is converted !] Is not this monstrous ? Are these 
Church principles ? Is such a tribunal of intolerance and sectarian- 
ism to stand forth and collect money, and to be advocated in our 
pulpits as a Church Society f" 

After thus bringing together and misrepresenting 
the shreds of sentences, as already stated, you thus 
cackle forth your triumph — "And now, friends and 
supporters of the Church Pastoral-Aid Society, are 

B 
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you willing to be tried by Dr. Molesworth, or are you 
convinced that he has made up his mind before you 
come into court ?" 

Who asks them to be tried by me ? I wish, for 
your sake, I could confine my conviction of you, only 
to the weakness and blundering which this passage dis- 
plays. But what has already gone before, and the 
passages yet to follow, shew that blind and vindictive 
bigotry, as well as folly, have led you into the mire, in 
which you are floundering. 

You have offered nothing in proof of your assertion, 
that I change the *' ostensible ground," and from mak- 
ing lay agency a " minor," convert it to a " major 
matter." This requires only a denial, — ^it is your own 
invention. 

But we come now to a yet graver accusation. You 
represent me as a malignant p%secutor, envious of the 
success of a Society " worked by those whose religious 
sentiments Dr. M olesworth treats with undisguised 
aversion." If you had merely charged me with not 
disguising my dissent from some tenets and prac- 
tices of those parties, I should have had nothing to 
object. But as you evidently imply that I entertain 
feelings of hatred against them, I must not only give 
you a positive contradiction, but also expose the 
wretched arguments, by which your blind eagerness 
has led you to attempt, to bolster up the odious and 
uncharitable accusation. You shall give your reasons, 
on which I am to be convicted of treating with ^^undis- 
guised aversion^'' &c. the religious opinions of those 
alluded to. 

"Else why tliat strange loathing of the very word *' spiritually' 
minded;'' so that he has actually clipped it of a fiill syllable? It is a 
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curious fact, that the Rev. Doctor has quoted this word (in allusion to 
the Letter of the Rev. Mr. Were, Secretary to the Society), but 
always writing it thus, ^* spiritval-minded,** no less than eleven times 
in twenty pages, and evidently in a tone of derision. Now, when a 
Doctor of Divinity takes up a Scriptural term only to disparage it, 
and others by it ; and actually mistakes the orthography of the word, 
as though it were quite new to him, and foreign to his taste ; it is high 
time we should quote him the passage at length wherein it occurs, and 
then leave it with him : — Romans viii. 6 : '* To be carnally-minded is 
death, but to be spiritually-niinded is life and peace." 

I willy in the first place, advert to that profoumi 
piece of criticism which seems to afford you so much 
triumph. I believe you will find spiritual minded 
quite as good English as high minded, stout 
hearted, and many other words, in which usage 
sanctions the dropping the adverbial syllable (ly). 
There is no grammatical error, and as I was not 
quoting the Scriptural passage I do not exactly 
see what was the delinquency, if either carelessly, or 
conveniently, [ abbreviated, or, as you are pleased to 
term it, ^^ clipped" the phrase. You are, however, 
quite welcome to your spiritual minded (for so I 
choose to write it) cackle over the " Doctor of Divi- 
nity" and to all the glory of the discovery of the 
** curious fact ! " " Prodigious II" 

But I cannot let you pass quite so easily in the 
monstrous inferences you have drawn from this. Is 
it possible that you can be so demented with party 
fury as to believe seriously, that (whether from error 
or convenience, or carelessness) I wrote spiritual- 
winded mstead of spiritually^rmnded, I did it because 
I " loathed" a scriptural term (aye, and the grace it 
describes, for to that your reasonings and admonitions 
lead) — because I wished to '^disparage'* a scriptural 
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term — ^because the term itself was "new?" to me, and 
foreign to my taste — and that I must therefore- be 
reminded, that I and those of my opinions are in the 
way of ** death," and you and your clique in the way 
of " peace and life ?" Is it possible, that you can seri- 
ously believe such conclusions to be borne out by such 
premises ? If for a while you could believe it, I trust 
that, upon calm reflection, you will see the delusion 
that your angry feelings must have put upon you; and 
in that delusion an evidence of the infirmity of human 
nature generally, which makes it dangerous to place 
the undefined power of the veto in the hands of those, 
who may be tempted by party zeal, to use it to party 
purposes. Indeed, in your comments on this word 
^^spiritually-minded** you have given another proof 
how little, when blinded by party rage, men are fit to 
determine, without appeal or definite tests, what are its 
fruits, or who are favoured with it. You say (page 18) 
^ Dr. Molesworth finds nothing but vagueness in our 
requirements — vagueness in what we find most explicit.' 
^^Faithful^ devoted,** &c., (p. 15), "w vague;** 
^^ spiritualnmindedness** " is vague** (p. 16), * which 
is repeated fp. 22).' 

Now, Sir, I had been so explicit and guarded in my 
declarations upon this point, that I could not possibly 
be mistaken. I had said in the Letter to the Bishop 
of Chester (p. 10). 

No man regrets more than myself tliat divisions should exist in the 
Church; but as long as they do exist, they mt^t influence. The 
exclusive appropriation of the terms evangelical, pious, spiritual- 
minded, may be seen in abundance in the organs of party. And the 
movements of Societies are frequently directed by a few zealous (and 
sometimes indiscreet, though sincere) men, who sacrifice every thing 
to their own party prepossessions, and exclusive views I 
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Under this undeniable state of things, I argued, 
not that the Candidate should be really "spiritual- 
minded,? &c., is a vague test; but that his being 
considered so is to depend on the satisfaction^ or 
affirmation of a Committee, who may put on those 
terms whatever sense they please ; and who, if they 
happen to be party zealots, such as those described 
above, will not fail to put a party and excltisive sense 
upon these terms. This distinction I have so clearly 
marked in every passage, you cite, that you could 
not conceal it without mutilating the passages. I 
convict you of this by quoting the passages, marking 
in [ ] the parts you suppress. 

["But, under the plea of requiring * satisfactory proof of the 
Curate's qualifications, a veto is retained, which renders the promised 
nomination, engagement, &c., of a Curate by the Incumbent a mere 
bubble; and enables the Society, by secret inquiries, or repeated 
exercises of its veto, to compel the Incumbent either to adopt what 
its Managers are pleaseH to understand by] faithful, devoted, pious, 
spiritual-minded, [and such like indefinite terms ; or else to abandon, 
in despair, their assistance !"] 

[" Upon what Church principle are the testimonials of these men 
set aside, for the] vague [affirmation that the candidate is notj 
* spiritual-minded ?' '* 

["Is not the denial of Christian character, and qualification, of] 
spirituaUmindedness, &c., [to Mr. Browne upon such testimonials, 
nntfl *we (the Pastoral Aid Managers) are satisfied; pretty strong 
eyidence that ' we* have exclusivelg appropriated those qualifications, 
not to those who have studied the doctrines and discipline of the 
Church, and conformed their lives and sentiments to them, but only 
to those who take the same peculiar and party views of that doctrine 
as * WE* (the said Managers) do ?"] 

No subterfuge can enable you to escape these facts. 
You have quoted only a word or two in each passage 

b2 
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to suit your purpose, when the whole passage is of a 
different meaning. Are such garbling, such a desire, 
and such fraudulent means, of labouring to fix on me 
the character of a reprobate foe to real religion — are 
these the fruits of ^^ spiritual-mindedness," according 
to your notion of it ? If they are they differ very 
largely from the tokens of it, which I had learned from 
St. Paul. You also are not singular in this procedure. 
One proclaims me an enemy to "serious piety ;" ano- 
ther a rude assailant of ^^Evangelical doctrines and 
Evangelical men;'' "an accuser of men as if they had 
committed a crime" in "holding evangelical, i. e. 
scriptural tenets," and a repudiator of Evangelical 
truths; another terms me "unconverted." And I 
suddenly become thus black and reprobate — for what 
reason f simply because I believe (whether rightly or 
erroneously, no matter) the veto likely to work danger 
and disunion — and therefore declare that belief, and 
unequivocally lay the grounds of it before the Public, 
and the Society itself — ^praying the latter to look into 
the case against it, and explain the suspicious appear- 
ances, or remove the evil. I speak the truth boldly, 
and therefore I am intolerantly branded as a reprobate, 
because that truth discloses the infirmity, and ma- 
noeuvres of party zealots. 

You say, " Dr. M. cannot disabuse his mind of the 
petty suspicion, that high and low Church are the 
points upon which the examination turns. Does Dr. 
M. really suspect this ? If so, let me undeceive him." 

I do really suspect it* — I suspect that it always may, 

* I do not suspect that in every, nor even in the majority of cases, 
the decision of the P. A. S. has hinged upon the question of High 
and Low Church — ^but I suspect that in many cases it has — aud that 
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and often does^ turn upon this — and I have looked in 
vain for any evidence, by which you are to "undeceive 
me." You state what you " trusf' the Committee are; 
but not one tittle of. evidence or argument do you offer, 
to set aside the facts cited by me. Will you or they 
publish the names and addresses of the Committee, 
and their private referees, for the last two years ? The 
way to disabuse my mind of that suspicion will be, to 
reflate the evidence and arguments in my " Letter to 
the Bishop of Chester," and in the preface to the 
second edition of it. The case I have, there cited, 
where the same man is rejected as not spiritual-minded 
upon the testimony of unimpeached High Church 
Clergy, and is immediately received as spiritual-minded 
upon the testimony of Low Church Clergy, of whom 
one (whose influence with the Committee was chiefly 
relied on, and as the event shewed, not without reason) 
lies under the slur of gross immorality; this case not 
only affords ground to the suspicion alluded to, but 
shews that your panacea for discerning the fruits of the 
spirit, simply by taking the judgment of those who are 
^^spiritually-minded" &c. &c., may not only fail, but 
also be open to the abuse of substituting for those, "who 
are spiritually-minded" — ^those, who are so, only ac- 
cording to the excltisive and party notions of the 
Managers who may choose the referees. But how is 
it likely that I should disabuse my mind of this suspi- 
cion, when I find yourself and qthers justifying, as I 

these are feelers by which it may be ascertained how far the veto may 
yet be so worked. And I know that, whether such cases be many or few, 
the veto is well adapted to be largely so worked whenever the 
Managers may think fit to do so. I care little whether it has hitherto 
been nsed in many or a few instances. 
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have already observed, the Society in the exercise of 
the veto, on the ground^ that men of certain opiniona, 
ought to be excluded. You expressly mention those 
who may hold the opinion, that Christ and his Church 
sanctioned a reserve in communicating certain doctrines, 
and you allude to other opinions and practices. Others 
take other reasons. If a veto may be justified for 
your reason, why not for theirs, or for that qf any 
party man ? 

And the Rev. C. W. Lawrence (whose temper and 
fairness of argument I gladly acknowledge to be most 
advantageously contrasted with that of all other defend- 
ers, though I diflfer from his conclusions,) in reply to 
Mr. Browne seems to admit a party bias in selecting 
the Candidates for the P. A. S. He says, 

" There b always opportunity foi* the energetical carrying out of 
the principles peculiarly our own. The Pastoral Aid Society is ready 
to assist those who agree with her in principle ; the Additional Curates' 
Society will afford scope for the liberality, or supply funds for the 
necessities of her friends." 

This is true as respects the Pastoral Aid Society's 
rule, but not as TegdxA&ihQ Additional Curates' Society. 
The latter has no exclusive rule to confine her funds 
to the ^^necessities of her friends*' — she respects the 
''rights cf Incumbents,'* and if an Incumbent can 
prove his necessities, she has no rule to confine her 
aid to her friends or party. It is only the Pastoral 
Aid Society which has such an illiberal and proselyting 
rule, and against that rule my hostility is directed. 
1 affirm that a society capable of excluding all who do 
not agree with a certain party in the Church, and yet 
claiming support as a Church Society, respecting the 
rights of Incumbents, and guided by the ''order of 
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the Church^* is "obtaming money on false pretences^ 
I use the phrase not harshly, but as describing the 
fact. 

Your intimation that " raising money on fialse pre- 
tences" mtist be an offence cognizable at law^ only 
exhibits your own ignorance. Whosoever professes 
one thing and does another, is using ^'false pretences;" 
but many such acts there are, which, though legally 
not punishable, are nevertheless morally, and in yarious 
degrees criminal according to circumstances. In what 
degree that practised by the Society partakes of the 
nature of swindling, I leave to you to determine^ I 
have nothing to do with the question. I am concerned 
only with the fact — ^whether their professions and 
practice agree. They get the money on their profes- 
sions. 

I have done enough, and more than enough, to 
exhibit the personalities, slander, misrepresentation, 
garbling, and other inconsistencies with your high 
and exclusive pretensions to spiritual-mindedness, into 
which anger and party prejudice have betrayed you. 
I would not have taken this trouble, but with a view 
to shew more clearly the danger of the veto. The 
veto, under any circumstances, is dangerous and open 
to suspicion, but ten thousand times more so, when we 
see into what hands it may fall, and to what an extent 
blind and intolerant party spirit will delude, even sinr- 
cere and well meaning men. You, who are so fastidi- 
ous about spiritual-mindednessy and its fruits^ that 
you would excommunicate me for misspelling a word 
(supposing it were misspelt); you shew itsfruits, by 
endeavouring to raise a cry against me, and by the 
most barefaced garbling of my language, to forge accu*- 
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nations against me. Are these yom fruits? Beware, 
brother, of the deceitfulness of thine own heart. " First 
cast out the beam out of thine own eye; and then shalt 
thou see clearly to cast out the mote that is in thy 
brother's eye." 

Your pamphlet renders me, and I think will render 
others, more distrustful of the veto than ever; and will 
shew better than, any arguments, in what spirit and 
to vfh&t purposes^ it may be perverted. I will now 
proceed to our third subject. 

III. I will briefly (and the more briefly, as the 
work is already done in the Preface to the Second 
Edition of my Letter to the Bishop of Chester) 
explode the fallacies which you put forth under the 
idea that they are triumphant arguments on the 
question at issue. These you comprehend under three 
propositions. You say— 

* We contend ' — 

1. 'That unworthy men do intrude themselves into the sacred 
ministry of the Church.* 

2. * That it is a principle not unknown to the Church, that those 
who provide the temporalities shall have a voice accorded to them in 
the selection of parties to henefit hy their appropriation.' 

3. 'That to appoint* such as unworthily intrude into the ministry 
of the Church to cure of souls, is to be ' partaker of their evil deeds.' 
(2nd Epist. John.)' 

1. The first proposition is a truism which nobody 
questions. The point at issue is, not whether. impro- 

* The P. A. S. professes that it does not ^* appoint** Do you then 
admit, by this argument, that its profession is false, and that it ap- 
points in iact and is justified in so doing ? 
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per persons (be they (so called) Evangelical or Ortho- 
dox) shall be admitted into the Church ; but whose 
province it is, in the case of appointing a Curate^ to 
guard against such intrusion; and to whom the ^^ order 
of the Churchy^ which the P. A. S. professes to 
respect, commits both the duty and responsibility of 
making a proper appointment. We are many mem- 
bers of one body, the Church of Christ, and each has 
its office, to which it id to attend without interfering 
with that of the other members. In some cases the 
Church commits the duty and responsibility of making 
appointments to Patrons, or to legally authorized 
bodies ; in others to Bishops and Incumbents. In the 
case of Curates she appears clearly to have committed 
these to the Incumbent^ subject to the confirmation 
of his Diocesan. You contend she has committed 
the control of it to the P. A. S., but not one tittle of 
proof have you brought, "i'our general truism, that 
unworthy persons are to be prevented from taking the 
ministerial office, proves that the Church has com- 
mitted the matter in this particular case to the P. A. 
S., just as much, as it proves the order of the Church, 
to have intended the Incumbent to be controlled in 
the choice of his Curates by the celebrated " three 
tailors of Tooley-street." 

2. The next is true in some cases, but not in the 
cases in question^ dor in any case analagous to them. 
Your exsmiples utterly fail. Though the Church 
invests the Patron with the presentation of a benefice 
to an Incumbent^ or the Society for the Propagation 
of the Gospel with the appointment of Missionaries 
to the Colonies* it nowhere recognizes the principle of 

• See these points. discussed in the Preface of the Second Edition of 
my Letter to the Bishop of Chester. 
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any person or Society (except the Bishop of the 
Diocese) intermeddling between the Incumbent and 
his Curate. 

3. The responsibility mentioned in your third pro- 
position falls, as I have observed, upon different par- 
ties, accordingly as the Church has imposed that 
responsibility. The patron is responsible for the In- 
cumbent he appoints — the Society for Propagating 
the Gospel for its Missionaries^ and the Incumbent 
for his Curate. But the P. A. S. is no more respon- 
sible* for the Curate, than the Incumbent is for the 
Patron's presentee or the Propagation Society's Mis- 
sionary. Your whole three propositions prove no 
more as to the point at issue, than as to the question, 
who shall be Lord Mayor next year. 

Your parade of the Bishops, who belong to the 
P. A. S., .and of the Archbishop of Canterbury's 
praise of what it had effected, proves just as much as 
your other arguments. The question is not one of 
authority^ but of fact. It is idle to ask whether so 
many Bishops could have approved of the veto, if it 
were capable of being used for ^uch purposes. I have 
brought evidences and reasonings, to prove that it is so 
used. Disprove these facts and refute these reasonings, 
if you can. But if not, the commendation of all the 

* If the P. A. S. may be said to have any responsibility, it may 1>e 
fully discharged by the expedient I hav« suggested in the Preface to 
the Second Edition of the Letter to the Bishop of Chester, viz., by 
the Society requiring from the Incumbent a declaration that he has 
made diligent and serious enquiry into the character and conduct of 
the Curate he proposes to employ, and that he is convinced of his 
faithfulness^ devotedness, spirituaUmindednesSf &c., &c., or any term 
(so that there be not one involving party differences) which the 
Society may choose, in order to designate one in earnest in the mims- 
try, and likely to put his hand to the plough without looking back. 
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Bishops could not alter facts — But let us ask a 
question or two on this commendation. Who are 
these Bishops? Are none of them biassed towards 
the (so called) Evangelical party? Is it not pos- 
sible, that others may not have sttspected the pur- 
poses, to which the veto may be turned? — I might 
have commended the professed object of the P. 
A. S., and rejoiced, and I do rejoice, at the suc- 
cess of that object by whosesoever hands God may 
please to prosper it. But, if I discover other designs 
mixed up with it, or for which it is made a pretence, I 
am not to approve of them also. Do you believe that 
the Archbishop of Canterbury gives his unqualified 
approbation to the P. A. S ? I believe he does not ; 
and for this simple reason — if he did, he would belong 
to it,* and would not have patronized the Additional 
Curates^ Society^ nor have consented to its remark- 
able rule of " respecting the rights of Incumbents ;" 
which gives a very intelligible hint from a Society 
under the sanction of the whole Bench of Bishops^ 
that the P. A. S. does not respect those rights. Your 
resorting to such trumpery arguments shews how hard 
you are pressed. 

I shall conclude by expressing the sorrow, with 
which I am compelled to exhibit you thus ; but you 

* As you profess to have known a great deal of the Society, you 
are doubtless aware that an attempt was made to bring it under the 
Church control of the united bench of Bishops, and that your "lay 
aasbtants" were the objectionable point, which the P. A. S. refused, by 
a very tmall majority , to concede. At that time (observed one high in 
talent and station) I rather feared the germ of mischief in the veto ; 
but it had not then begun to vegetate, and, in my anxiety for the 
excellent object in view, I was willing to accept the assurances that 
no use would be made of it for party purposes. 

C 
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have brought it on yourself. I have not the honour 
of your acquaintance ; But trust, that you have been 
led by your feelings, and anger, and the infirmity of 
our common nature, into practices which, on cooler 
reflection, you will condemn. 1 sincerely hope that 
the rule mentioned in the last note but one, (for the 
suggestion of which I gladly acknowledge myself in-» 
debted to you), may be adopted by the Sodety, and 
lead to peace, and good-will, and to the safe and 
extensive operation of the P. A. S» 

You are greatly mistaken in the supposition, that I 
am actuated by a spirit of malice and enmity against 
those from whom I differ in opinion. I have known 
many persons of (so called) " Evangelicd" opinions, far 
whom I felt the deepest respect, and whose sincerity 
and devoted piety I have honored, though I could not 
concur in their peculiar tenets. I never willingly 
oppose them; but only when their proceedings seem 
opposed to the unitt/ and welfare of the Church. 
Arid, in the present controversy, it has been truly 
painful to me, to find my views at variance with those 
of my repected Diocesan, to whose talents and earnest 
zeal and piety, I render a willing homage. 

I have used the term " Evangelical," not in.derision, 
but as the hnown denomination of a party. If I have 
occasionally used it with seeming levity, it has been, 
not in its general application, but when assumed ex- 
clusively by men, whose conduct proved them to be of 
a very different spirit from that designated by the true 
sense of the term. I have avoided all personalities in 
the "Letter," from which you have taken occasion to 
assail me, and should not have reflected on you, if you 
had not, in a manner compelled me» by the ill-advised 
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course you have adopted. I make, indeed, strong 
charges against the Managers of the Society; but 
then it is only as a public body, and in respect of their 
public CLCtSy and based upon th^ public proceedings^ 
and documents* I freely forgive you your personalis 
ties against me, and indeed care so little about them, 
that I never felt resentment on the subject. From my 
practice of always plainly speaking what I believe to 
be truth, and using no ceremony in exposing what I 
consider to be mischievous, I have been so often the 
subject of personal abuse from the press, that I have no 
sensitiveness left. From Revolutionists, Dissenters, and 
the enemies of the Church and Throne generally, I 
have been assailed with the grossest misrepresentations 
and personalites. But I never trouble myself to 
answer, unless I can thereby serve the cause* of truth 
and religion. I do not distrust my own character — ^it 
will take care of itself. These are the principles on 
which alone I have replied to you. I desire to shew, 
that the danger of the veto is increased by the injir- 
mity of the blind and prejudiced zealots into whose 
hands (as being commonly most active) the working 
of it may fall. I desire to exhibit strongly the ground 
of suspicion and disunion it affords to a large body of 
your brethren; and that, even if it were less question- 
able in itself, the Society, for the peace and unity of 
the Church, ought to abandon it. I could wish the 

* Tour defence and the satisfJEU^tion with which many of the friends 
of the P. A. S. caught at it, are a decisive proof how much they are in 
want of aiguments to meet the charges made against the Society. 
The veto is worthy of the defence, and the defence of the veto. 
Surely among all her sons the P. A. S. might have found some cham- 
pion, who could make out at least a plausible case in her fiivor, unless 
thero were something very *' rotten in the state of Denmark. ** 
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opposition between (so called) Orthodox and Evange- 
lical to die away. And I did hope it was dying away. 
But the proselyting spirit displayed by the latter seems 
likely to revive these dissensions. The benefices pur- 
chased under the trusts of the late Rev. Mr. Simeon, 
for the exclusive and proselyting purpose of securing 
populous places to this party, and also a correspondence 
which recently appeared between the Dean of Man- 
chester, and the Salford Society for building Churches, 
exhibit instances not only of the spirit, but of the 
manner, in which its objects are pursued. Let the 
P. A. S. divest itself not only of this spirit, but 
even of all appearances of it. None will then more 
cordially rejoice, than I shall, in its multiplying by 
millions those, to whom it may extend the minis- 
trations and privileges of the Church, and in the 
prosperity of the glorious work of bringing many to 
salvation, and making them one fold under one Shep- 
herd Jesus Christ. 

I. E. N. MOLESWORTH. 
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